fﬁ _3 {In Archive} RE: Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by COB 4/22

N 4 Lisauskas, Sara to: Alexandra Sullivan, Amatullah Rid 04/22/2009 10:42 AM
R Cc: "Elliott, Douglas", "Kaufman, Andrew"

History: This message has been replied to.

Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.

= Alexandra Sullivan Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by COB 4/22

) Amatullah Rid Hi Alexandra, | would like to look more in depth at the document and Js

L Lisauskas, Sara This looks great. | added a few very minor comments in track changes

=7 Alexandra Sullivan ) Sara, Thank you for the feedback. | have accepted your change

Lo Amatullah Rid Alexandra, | agree that it looks good. | have attached additional |

1 attach ment

zH

Vacancy - 20090421 - SDL.doc

This looks great. I added a few very minor comments
in track changes.

Sara

----- Original Message-----

From: Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2009 5:01 PM

To: Lisauskas, Sara; Rid.Amatullah@epamail.epa.gov
Subject: Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by
COB 4/22

Sara/Amatullah,

Here is the next round of the vacancy memo. I've
tried to provide

complete tables, etc. Please let me know what you
think...preferably by

COB tomorrow :) I would like to get this before Mike
by the end of the

week.

Thanks,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov



(See attached file: VacancyTest - 20090420.xls) (See
attached file:
Vacancy - 20090421.doc)



{In Archive} Comments - Cadmus Report
Michael Zatz, Caterina Hatcher, Tracy Narel,

i / 009 12:13 PM
SLisauskas, Cindy Jacobs 04/23/2 3

Alexandra Sullivan to:

Cc: Jean Lupinacci

Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
—7 1 Alexandra Sullivan Comments - Cadmus Report
=) Tracy Narel A couple of thoughts, even before a careful read: -- I'm available toda?
= Alexandra Sullivan 1 am available at 9:30 tomorrow. Alexandra Sullivan U. S.g
Tracy Narel tomorrow morning is better for me, also. "“""”“i:
=) Lisauskas, Sara | am available at 9:30am tomorrow, if you wé‘

All,

Attached please find draft comments on the Cadmus Report for the Northwest. | didn't intend to go so
long...but we do have a lot of points to make so | felt that paragraph form was better than bullets. Also, |
kept a lengthy discussion of model specification, because in some ways the results they present actually
help to make our own case. Obviously, since this is a first draft, | am sure we can trim things down a bit,
too.

At this point, | have tried to present the various concerns in a logical order. | start with the technical and
move to the more program/policy. But, | didn't really write an intro or conclusion because this will depend
on the final distribution list.

Next

I think we should try and send something to them by tomorrow if possible, or else very early next week.
Since we are not going with a final letterhead document, we should not deliberate over the language for
too long. So, it would be useful if you could offer suggestion to me by the end of the day. Also, do we
want to grab a brief time to talk together to decide how/to whom this information should be distributed?

I'am actually very flexible to meet this afternoon or tomorrow morning.
Thank you,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

Comments_NWReport.doc



{In Archive} Re: Comments - Cadmus Report [

Tracy Narel to: Alexandra Sullivan 04/23/2009 12:31 PM
~.. Caterina Hatcher, Cindy Jacobs, Jean Lupinacci, Michael Zatz,

" Slisauskas

Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.

=y 0§ Alexandra Sullivan Comments - Cadmus Report

=) Tracy Narel A couple of thoughts, even before a careful read: - I'm available toda

= Alexandra Sullivan | am available at 9:30 tomorrow. Alexandra Sullivan U.S.
Tracy Narel tomorrow morning is better for me, alsg, ****#t#+ts

=) Lisauskas, Sara / am available at 9:30am tomorrow, if you w%

A couple of thoughts, even before a careful read:

-- I'm available today after 3PM and open tomorrow.

-- Yesterday, | requested of NEEA/ETO that the report not be circulated, until further review is conducted,
so we should try to move this out as soon as we can

-- Katy has done some very important work in communicating with Cadmus, who appears fully on-board
with conducting further review and improving the product.  The positioning that Katy has suggested of
“further review is needed ...." | think works really well. | found that in yesterday's communications, and
it will get us to the same point.

-- | would suggest the tone be something along the lines of "EPA has identified issues that we believe
require further review of the analysis before the study can be considered final and circulated further.”

TN

Fede e A g e e g ok o e Ak e ook o e e e

Tracy S. Narel

ENERGY STAR, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
ph: 202-343-9145

fax: 202-343-2204

e-mail: narel.tracy@epa.gov

Mailing address:
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (6202J)
Washington, DC 20460

Street Address (express mail and courier):

1310 L Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005-4113

Alexandra Sullivan  All, Attached please find draft comments on the... 04/23/2009 12:13:51 PM



{In Archive} Re: Comments - Cadmus Report |9

Alexandra Sullivan to: Caterina Hatcher 04/23/2009 01:49 PM
Cc: Cindy Jacobs, Jean Lupinacci, Michael Zatz, "SLisauskas", Tracy Narel
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive,
—+ ¥ Alexandra Sullivan Comments - Cadmus Report o ;
|
o) Tracy Narel A couple of thoughts, even before a careful read: - I'm available todaJ
|
=] Alexandra Sullivan ! am available at 9:30 tomorrow. Alexandra Sullivan U.S. E
\
\
k2 Tracy Narel tomorrow morning is better for me, also. *****++++++*
=) Lisauskas, Sara ! am available at 9:30am tomorrow, if you

| am available at 9:30 tomorrow.
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

Caterina Hatcher Tracy and Alexandra, | am not sure | will have h... 04/23/2009 01:44:46 PM
From: Caterina Hatcher/DC/USEPA/US
To: Tracy Narel/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Alexandra Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Cc: Cindy Jacobs/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Jean Lupinacci/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Michael
Zatz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "SLisauskas" <SlLisauskas@icfi.com>
Date: 04/23/2009 01:44 PM
Subject: Re: Comments - Cadmus Report

Tracy and Alexandra,

| am not sure | will have had a chance to read Alexandra's comments by 3pm today. Can we meet at 9:30
tomorrow morning?

Thanks,

Katy
Caterina Hatcher
Sent by EPA Wireless E-Mail Services.

Tracy Narel



{In Archive} Re: Comments - Cadmus Report |

| S Tracy Narel to: Alexandra Sullivan 04/23/2009 03:11 PM
e _. Caterina Hatcher, Cindy Jacobs, Jean Lupinacci, Michael Zatz,
' "SLisauskas"

Archive This message is being viewed in an archive.
—+ 1 Alexandra Sullivan Comments - Cadmus Report :
) Tracy Narel A couple of thoughts, even before a careful read: - ['m available roda!
!
= Alexandra Sullivan / am available at 9:30 tomorrow. Alexandra Sullivan U.S. ET
|
=) Tracy Narel tomorrow morning is better for me, also. ****+##++++
|
=) Lisauskas, Sara | am available at 9:30am tomorrow, if you wﬁ

tomorrow morning is better for me, also.

Fede e de ok ok e e o e ok ek ke ke ok ok ok

Tracy S. Narel

ENERGY STAR, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
ph: 202-343-9145

fax: 202-343-2204

e-mail: narel.tracy@epa.gov

Mailing address:
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (6202J)
Washington, DC 20460

Street Address (express mail and courier):
1310 L Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005-4113

Alexandra Sullivan I am available at 9:30 tomorrow. Alexandra Sulli...
Caterina Hatcher Tracy and Alexandra, | am not sure | will have h...

Tracy Narel

04/23/2009 01:49:18 PM
04/23/2009 01:44:46 PM



{In Archive} RE: Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by COB 4/22 1

Alexandra Sullivan to: Lisauskas, Sara 04/23/2009 01:48 PM

Cc: Amatullah Rid

Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
&) Alexandra Sullivan Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by COB 4/22 ]
=) Amatullah Rid Hi Alexandra, | would like to look more in depth at the document and ,a'

|

L Lisauskas, Sara This looks great. | added a few very minor comments in track changedJ
=7 Alexandra Sullivan Sara, Thank you for the feedback. | have accepted your chang
) Amatullah Rid Alexandra, | agree that it looks good. | have attached additional
Sara,

Thank you for the feedback. | have accepted your changes. | actually was not saying "vacancy increase"
intentionally. | think | was just in a hurry, and in some cases was borrowing (copy/pasting) text. So,
thanks for pointing that out. Now, they all say "vacancy increase".

Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

"Lisauskas, Sara" This looks great. | added a few very minor com... 04/22/2009 10:42:13 AM



{In Archive} cadmus report
Cindy Jacobs to: Alexandra Sullivan 04/23/2009 02:19 PM
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.

=) Cindy Jacobs cadmus report

my comments redlined on attached. ah, | just realized | saved it as camus instead of cadmus -- maybe |
subconsciously wondered if it really existed...

Camus_NwReportchj.doc

Cindy B. Jacobs
U.S. EPA
ENERGY STAR
(202) 343-9045



I‘ ' {In Archive} RE: Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by COB 4/22 1

el Amatullah Rid to: Alexandra Sullivan 04/23/2009 02:39 PM
History: This message has been replied to
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
=7 Alexandra Sullivan Vacancy Memo - please provide feedback by COB 4/22

Amatullah Rid Hi Alexandra, | would like to look more in depth at the document and £

k= Lisauskas, Sara This looks great. | added a few very minor comments in track changes
= Alexandra Sullivan Sara, Thank you for the feedback. | have accepted your change
L Amatullah Rid Alexandra, | agree that it looks good. | have attached additional «
Alexandra,

I agree that it looks good. | have attached additional comments along with Sara's. Feel free to reject or

accept.

Vacancy - 20090423 - AHR.doc

Amatullah R'id

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR Commercial and Industrial Branch
Office of Air and Radiation

Mail Code 6202J

Washington, DC 20460

202.343.9097

rid.amatullah@epa.gov

"Lisauskas, Sara" This looks great. | added a few very minor com... 04/22/2009 10:42:12 AM



{In Archive} RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels |

Alexandra Sullivan to: Cathy Turner 07/06/2009 02:32 PM
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
=) Mike Opitz Energy Star scores & occupancy levels ]
= Alexandra Sullivan Mike, 1am available any time on Friday 5/22.
) Mike Opitz Thank you Alexandra, this is very helpful. Il propose a meeting i
) Cathy Turner Hi Corey - Is this call still on? | can't find the call in number
=) Corey Enck Hi Cathy, Let's use this number: .
Cathy,

We will provide something soon. We are finalizing our review of spaces other than Office.
Thanks,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

"Cathy Turner" Hi Alexandra, We're still hoping to make any nee... 07/06/2009 01:52:45 PM
From: "Cathy Turner" <cathyt@newbuildings.org>
To: Alexandra Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Date: 07/06/2009 01:52 PM
Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Hi Alexandra,

We're still hoping to make any needed EBOM calculator changes for allowing a higher % of vacant space
later this month. Is your decision memo on planned PM changes available yet for USGBC review?
Thanks!

Cathy

From: Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2009 5:45 AM

To: Cathy Turner

Cc: 'Corey Enck'

Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

[Both of Alexandra's corrections incorporated in the updated "“original" note below]



I agree with these notes. I have two comments:

1. Vacant Office in PM should be entered as office with zero workers, PCs,
and hours (I think the hours may have been missing from your note, this is
the most important part).

2. I think this may be a type:

" Any LEED max vacancy limit is no higher than the EPA limit would be
fine.", do you mean:

"Any LEED max vacancy limit is higher than the EPA limit would be fine."

Thanks for taking such good notes.
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202]
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

From: "Cathy Turner" <cathyt@newbuildings.org>

To: "'Corey Enck'" <cenck@usgbc.org>, Alexandra
Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Date: 05/26/2009 08:41 PM

Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Thought I should get the key points from my scribbled notes from our call
transferred to some place that I might be able to find and read them in the
future. Let me know if you have any changes / additions. Thanks!

Ct

--- Corrected version:

EPA / Energy Star treatment of vacant space

1. Expect changes to be implemented in an August or September PM
mini-release. Decision/Analysis memo should be available by end of June.

2. Vacancy limits currently apply for E* only to office and hotel space
types. That will probably continue to be the case, but they are reviewing
the other types to confirm. Medical office would be one of the most likely
other types to also be included in the revision.

3. Max allowable vacant space for offices may be dropped to 50%. Testing
shows that their proposed approach is fairly robust down that level.



4. For offices, will require vacant and occupied areas to be entered as
separate spaces within the building, with @ for each of hours, occupants,
and PC's in the vacant area.

USGBC / EB considerations (energy-related)

5. Could announce a change in the EBOM vacancy requirement in July (after
the EPA E* decision is known, but a month or two before the change is
actually implemented in PM). Any LEED max vacancy limit that is no higher
than the EPA limit would be fine. (e.g., if EPA goes to 50% vacancy, LEED
could stay at 75% or drop to 60%.)

6. For E*-eligible buildings (EBOM 2009 Case 1), no need to change the
offline (Case 2) calculator. [Note, this assumes USGBC is comfortable with
no E*rating adjustments for different vacancy levels in the unaffected types
(#2 above). Seems a reasonable assumption, given the EPA review process, but
could confirm after their analysis memo is available.]

7. For Case 2 buildings, probably want to add a requirement to the offline
calculator that vacant space be separately identified, at least if it
exceeds x%. Will need to do some sensitivity and reasonability testing to
make sure the point impacts look reasonable and don't create a sharp
discontinuity in ratings for vacancy levels just above and below x%.

My preliminary recommendation here was that the calculator use
the source EUI for "general storage" (56 source kBtu/sf) as the Nat'l Avg
for the vacant spaces. This is less than half of the CBECS average for most
space types, (e.g. 102 source kBtu/sf for social/meeting, 246 for library).
Probably on the conservative side (e.g. a lower national average benchmark
than might be argued for), but we don't have data to make a more refined or
accurate estimate. I'm assuming that the same vacant EUI would make sense
for all non-E* types. The EUI differences by type come primarily from
differences in schedule and plug/equipment loads. Those things should apply
only to the occupied space. Other thoughts?

8. Plan to implement these changes in the offline calculator in July
(assuming the USGBC announcement of vacancy changes will happen about then).
ALSO, update the Case 1 / Case 2 type lists at the same time to reflect that
Religious Worship will be moving to the Case 1 (E* eligible) type as of the
end of July.

----- Original Message-----

From: Mike Opitz [?mailto:mopitz@usgbc.org]

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 10:31 AM

To: Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov

Cc: Cathy Turner; Corey Enck

Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Thank you Alexandra, this is very helpful. I'll propose a meeting for us
soon.



Mike

----- Original Message-----

From: Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov: ]

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 11:47 AM

To: Mike Opitz

Cc: Cathy Turner; Corey Enck

Subject: Re: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Mike,
I am available any time on Friday 5/22.

EPA is working to finalize our analysis of this issue. As a preview of our
review: given the adjustments for hours of operation, worker density and PC
density, we believe that the office rating model will work well and compute
accurate ratings at lower occupancy levels. The only requirement is that
the vacant space should be input with zero hours of operation.

Because we do not work as much with new buildings, the occupancy question is
less of an issue for other space types. But, these are under review, too.

I do not think we will develop requirements for spaces such as retail
stores, hospitals or schools. These do not typically have high vacancy
levels.

Thanks,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 62062]
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

From: "Mike Opitz" <mopitz@usgbc.org>

To: "Cathy Turner" <cathyt@newbuildings.org>, Alexandra
Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Ce: "Corey Enck" <cenck@usgbc.org>




Date: ©5/11/2009 11:41 AM

Subject: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Hello Cathy and Alexandra:
Hope things are going well your way.

Corey and I are interested in having a follow-up technical discussion with
both of you on one of the items we discussed together at our meeting a few
months back: the sensitivity of Energy Star scores to occupancy levels for
some applications, and whether defining more boundaries on that issue makes
sense for our respective programs. Are there any good times in the near
future that you could meet with us on this?

Thank you,

Mike Opitz PE, LEED Accredited Professional

Vice President, LEED Implementation

U.S. Green Building Council

2101 L Street NW | Suite 560 | Washington DC 20037
202.828.7422 (main)

202.742.3744 (direct)

MOpitz@usgbc.org




{In Archive} Re: occupancy levels [

Alexandra Sullivan to: Cathy Turner 05/26/2009 05:06 PM
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
=) Cathy Turner occupancy levels
= Alexandra Sullivan Cathy, We applied the 50% on a source basis. We will review this mo,
Cathy,

We applied the 50% on a source basis. We will review this more closely, but | believe that even if you
assume a 30% gas as compared with 100% electric, the range based on our end use calcs was still close
to 50 (that is, 48-52 or something).

Thanks,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

"Cathy Turner" When you assumed EUIs for vacant space at 50... 05/26/2009 02:50:50 PM
From: "Cathy Turner" <cathyt@newbuildings.org>
To: Alexandra Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Date: 05/26/2009 02:50 PM
Subject: occupancy levels

When you assumed EUIs for vacant space at 50% of those for occupied space,
was that on a site or source basis? I was assuming site, just because
that's what I usually work with. But, if it was a source EUI number, in a
gas-heated building, it sounds a little low? (because the reduction comes
disproportionately from electricity on a site basis)

ct

————— Original Message-----

From: Corey Enck [mailto:cenckeusgbc.org]

Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2009 10:03 AM

To: Cathy Turner

Cc: Alexandra Sullivan

Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Hi Cathy,



Let's use this number:

1 866 469 3239
Participant code: 874 22 013

Corey

————— Original Message-----

From: Cathy Turner [mailto:cathyt@newbuildings.orgl
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2009 1:02 PM

To: Corey Enck

Cc: Alexandra Sullivan

Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Hi Corey - Is this call still on? I can't find the call in number.
Alexandra and I are both available/ready.
Cathy

————— Original Message-----

From: Mike Opitz [mailto:mopitz@usgbc.org]

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 10:31 AM

To: Sullivan.Rlexandra@epamail.epa.gov

Cc: Cathy Turner; Corey Enck

Subject: RE: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Thank you Alexandra, this is very helpful. I'll propose a meeting for us
soon.

Mike

————— Original Message-----

From: Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 11:47 AM

To: Mike Opitz

Cc: Cathy Turner; Corey Enck

Subject: Re: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Mike,
I am available any time on Friday 5/22.

EPA is working to finalize our analysis of this issue. As a preview of
our review: given the adjustments for hours of operation, worker density
and PC density, we believe that the office rating model will work well
and compute accurate ratings at lower occupancy levels. The only
requirement is that the vacant space should be input with zero hours of
operation.

Because we do not work as much with new buildings, the occupancy
question is less of an issue for other space types. But, these are
under review, too. I do not think we will develop requirements for
spaces such as retail stores, hospitals or schools. These do not
typically have high vacancy levels.

Thanks,
Alexandra Sullivan



U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

From: "Mike Opitz" <mopitz@usgbc.orgs

T "Cathy Turner" <cathyt@newbuildings.org>, Alexandra
Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Cel "Corey Enck" <cenckeusgbc.orgs
Date: 05/11/2009 11:41 AM
Subject: Energy Star scores & occupancy levels

Hello Cathy and Alexandra:
Hope things are going well your way .

Corey and I are interested in having a follow-up technical discussion
with both of you on one of the items we discussed together at our
meeting a few months back: the sensitivity of Energy Star scores to
occupancy levels for some applications, and whether defining more
boundaries on that issue makes sense for our respective programs. Are
there any good times in the near future that you could meet with us on
this?

Thank you,

Mike Opitz PE, LEED Accredited Professional

Vice President, LEED Implementation

U.S. Green Building Council

2101 L Street NW | Suite 500 | Washington DC 20037
202.828.7422 (main)

202.742.3744 (direct)

MOpitz@usgbc.org



{In Archive} Energy Star Score and Weather Data |

Alexandra Sullivan to: Mike Opitz 06/04/2009 04:58 PM
Ce: Michael Zatz
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
=) Mike Opitz Energy Star scores & occupancy levels }
[
= Alexandra Sullivan Mike, |am available any time on Friday 5/22. |
| |
= Mike Opitz Thank you Alexandra, this is very helpful. Il propose a meeting i
i
=) Cathy Turner Hi Corey - Is this call still on? | can't find the call in numbe:i
|
L Corey Enck Hi Cathy, Let's use this number: |
Mike,

Per my voicemail, EPA recently instituted a slight change to the procedure for incorporating weather data
into a rating.

Old Method

When you entered your April bill on May 2, weather data for April was not available. So, rather than use
the as-experience HDD and CDD values, PM would use the 30-year average values. Then, later in May
when the weather data became available, your rating would change, to reflect the as-experienced value.
For most buildings this change in rating was very small (about 2 points). However, the fact that ratings
changed at all was a source of question and concern from partners.

New Method

Display NA for a building during the interim period when they have energy data entered, but weather data
is not yet available from NOAA. So, for example if you enter your April bill on May 2, you would see NA
for your rating until weather data became available (around May 21). Although this has a period with NA,
once a rating is displayed, it is not subject to change. So you will never have a situation where a building
logs in one day and sees a rating and then the next day and sees a different rating. Ultimately we feel this
is a more appropriate approach. A rating is not displayed until it can be accurately computed with the
official weather data.

Intersection with LEED

We have heard some concern from our partners, that this could result in difficulties meeting the following
two LEED requirements:

1. All of your credit measurement pieces must have a period ending within 7 days of each other.

2. After your period ending you have 60 days to submit your documentation.

If they want to select April 30 as their period ending date, the could have to wait until the third week of May
to have their Rating and SEP ready (which means they won't know for sure what their rating is, or how
many points they can get). As such, when they finally get the SEP, they will really have less than 60 days
to complete the LEED documentation.

At EPA we generally consider an SEP to be good for 120 days from the period ending date. So, an SEP
for the period ending March 31st is good for 4 months (until July 30th). From this perspective, you may
want to consider whether there is an opportunity to allow your applicants some flexibility on the period
ending date so that they can have more time to compile all of their requisite documentation. This
decisions is completely up to you at USGBC. | know you have a lot of priorities to balance, so you should
make the decision that is best for you. But, we are hearing from our partners that the timing right now can
be tight.



Thank you,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov



{In Archive} RE: Energy Star Score and Weather Data |

Alexandra Sullivan to: Mike Opitz 06/05/2009 01:40 PM
Cc: "Corey Enck", Michael Zatz
Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive.
=) Mike Opitz Energy Star scores & occupancy levels
=7 Alexandra Sullivan Mike, |am available any time on Friday 5/22.
) Mike Opitz Thank you Alexandra, this is very helpful. I'l propose a meeting
Cathy Turner Hi Corey - Is this call still on? | can't find the call in numbe
=) Corey Enck Hi Cathy, Let's use this number:
Mike,
Thanks for the quick reply.

I understand that for your own program you would rather hear directly from your stakeholders without me
as an intermediary. | have given the few partners who have been contacting us about this issue your
information so that they may contact you directly with their questions and concerns.

As you work to understand the questions and issues, | am happy to participate in a call to discuss any
potential changes, etc.

Thanks,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 6202J
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

"Mike Opitz" Thank you Alexandra for bringing this to my atte... 06/05/2009 11:00:05 AM
From: "Mike Opitz" <mopitz@usgbc.org>
To: Alexandra Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Cc: Michael Zatz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Corey Enck" <cenck@usgbc.org>
Date: 06/05/2009 11:00 AM
Subject: RE: Energy Star Score and Weather Data

Thank you Alexandra for bringing this to my attention. These look like good
changes to the tool and I'm glad to see them happen.

I'd be interested in discussing the concerns raised by your partners directly
with them. Do you think they'd be interested in having a conversation with us
about the issues, and if so, could you let me know who they are so I could
proceed with setting that up?

Thank you,



Mike Opitz PE, LEED Accredited Professional

Vice President, LEED Implementation

U.S. Green Building Council

2101 L Street NW | Suite 500 | Washington DC 20037
202.828.7422 (main)

202.742.3744 (direct)

MOpitz@usgbc.org

————— Original Message-----

From: Sullivan.Rlexandra@epamail.epa.gov [
mailto:Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2009 4:58 PM

To: Mike Opitz

Cc: Zatz.Michael@epamail.epa.gov

Subject: Energy Star Score and Weather Data

Mike,

Per my voicemail, EPA recently instituted a slight change to the
procedure for incorporating weather data into a rating.

01d Method

When you entered your April bill on May 2, weather data for April was
not available. So, rather than use the as-experience HDD and CDD
values, PM would use the 30-year average values. Then, later in May
when the weather data became available, your rating would change, to
reflect the as-experienced value. For most buildings this change in
rating was very small (about 2 points). However, the fact that ratings
changed at all was a source of question and concern from partners.

New Method

Display NA for a building during the interim period when they have
energy data entered, but weather data is not yet available from NOAA.
So, for example if you enter your April bill on May 2, you would see NA
for your rating until weather data became available (around May 21).
Although this has a period with NA, once a rating is displayed, it is
not subject to change. So you will never have a situation where a
building logs in one day and sees a rating and then the next day and
sees a different rating. Ultimately we feel this is a more appropriate
approach. A rating is not displayed until it can be accurately computed
with the official weather data.

Intersection with LEED

We have heard some concern from our partners, that this could result in
difficulties meeting the following two LEED requirements:

1. All of your credit measurement pieces must have a period ending
within 7 days of each other.

2. After your period ending you have 60 days to submit your
documentation.

If they want to select April 30 as their period ending date, the could
have to wait until the third week of May to have their Rating and SEP
ready (which means they won't know for sure what their rating is, or how
many points they can get). As such, when they finally get the SEP, they
will really have less than 60 days to complete the LEED documentation.

At EPA we generally consider an SEP to be good for 120 days from the
period ending date. So, an SEP for the period ending March 31st is good



for 4 months (until July 30th). From this perspective, you may want to
consider whether there is an opportunity to allow your applicants some
flexibility on the period ending date so that they can have more time to
compile all of their requisite documentation. This decisions is
completely up to you at USGBC. I know you have a lot of priorities to
balance, so you should make the decision that is best for you. But, we
are hearing from our partners that the timing right now can be tight.

Thank you,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 62027
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov



{ ‘ \ {In Archive} RE: Energy Star Buildings in NYC - Issues in NY vs Nat'l
. W.#  Portfolios

o Feuer, Josh to: Alexandra Sullivan, Scarola, Thomas ' 06/22/2009 09:39 AM

Cc: Jean Lupinacci, Hingea, rplatt

History: This message has been replied to.
Archive: This rﬁessage is being viewed in an archive.
) Alexandra Sullivan Fw: Energy Star Buildings in NYC - Issues in NY vs Nat'| Portfolios
) Feuer, Josh Hi Alexandra, Tom and | are looking at our schedules and wondering if
7 Alexandra Sullivan Hl Josh, As a representative of EPA, | will be testifying on Fric
=) Feuer, Josh Ok great - | think this will work. | will grab a place and To
= Alexandra Sullivan Josh, | misspoke yesterday when | was looking at my calendsa,

Hi Alexandra,

Tom and I are looking at our schedules and wondering
if you had any time
on Thursday afternoon around 4°?

We are also wondering what role you are playing in
the hearings on

Friday and if we should at this point involve some
folks from the city

like Laurie Kerr and Hillary Beber? Have you been
working with anyone

else from the city?

Looking forward to meeting with you.

Thanks,
Josh

————— Original Message-----

From: Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Sullivan.Alexandra@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, June 19, 2009 4:51 PM

To: Scarola, Thomas

G Lupinacci.Jean@epamail.epa.gov; Hingea®aol.com;
rplatt@rer.org;

Feuer, Josh

Subject: Fw: Energy Star Buildings in NYC - Issues in
NY vs Nat'l

Portfolios

Hi Tom,

Jean forwarded me your email, and noted that you
still had a number of

technical questions regarding the ENERGY STAR
ratings. I wanted to let

you know that I will be up in New York City next week



for Friday's

hearing at the City Council. I will arrive around
midday on Thursday,

and would be able to meet with you that afternoon if
you would like the

opportunity to ask more specific detailed questions
about our regression

analysis and technical methodology. Any time from 2
pm onward will work

for me.

Please let me know if you would find a meeting
helpful and if you are
available on Thursday afternoon.

Thank you,
Alexandra Sullivan

U.S. EPA

ENERGY STAR

Mail Code 62020
Washington, DC 20460
202.343.9040
sullivan.alexandra@epa.gov

————— Forwarded by Alexandra Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US on
06/19/2009 04:43 PM

From: Jean Lupinacci/DC/USEPA/US
To: Alexandra Sullivan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Date: 06/19/2009 04:38 PM
Subject: Fw: Energy Star Buildings in NYC -
Issues in NY vs Nat'l
Portfolios

Jean Lupinacci

U.S EPA

62020

Washington DC 20460

Phone : (202) 343-9137

Email : lupinacci.jean@epa.gov
www.energystar.gov

————— Forwarded by Jean Lupinacci/DC/USEPA/US on



06/19/2009 04:38 PM

From: "Scarola, Thomas"
<TScarola@TishmanSpeyer.coms

To: Jean Lupinacci/DC/USEPA/US@EPA,
<Hingea®@aol.coms>,
<rplatt@rer.org>, "Feuer, Josh"
<JFeuer@TishmanSpeyer.com>

Date: 06/18/2009 03:52 PM

Subject: Re: Energy Star Buildings in NYC -
Issues in NY<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>